Human beings are in the midst of constructing a new world through science and technology. This is taking place at an accelerating speed in both developed and developing countries. (Indeed, science and technology are essential to what we commonly think of as 'development' and its underlying ideal of human flourishing or well-being.) The kind of world that emerges will be determined not simply by the expanding knowledge of science or the increasing powers of technology. It will depend more significantly on decisions or policies made by governments, NGOS, corporations, universities, and individuals. These decisions in turn hinge on our visions, implicit or explicit, about good and bad, right and wrong, justice and injustice -and by our abilities to enact ideals in the face of limited knowledge and temptations to ease or arrogance.
mean-spirited teasing, or bullying. All interactions are expected to be civil and open-minded. We are all responsible for creating an environment where everyone feels safe to voice their questions and ideas. Afternoon -Continue discussion of policy dimensions of H5N1 research. Instructor solicits students' help in mapping the policy context, including identifying relevant stakeholders, policy issues, ethical issues, political dimensions, and the relationships between these. Discussion of the interests and values of various stakeholders as an introduction to policy analysis (60 min.) -Break (10 min.) -Read "The Proactionary Principle" by Max More (2005) (50 min.)
Evening
-Discuss "The Proactionary Principle," focusing on understanding how More's approach would shape public policy and the kinds of consequences adhering to such a principle would entail (70 min.) -Break (10 min.) -Watch Nova documentary "Do Scientists Cheat" (1988) . Instructor guides students through basic concepts, research organizations and institutions, regulatory and funding agencies, and dominant viewpoints involved in the issues raised by scientific misconduct (40 min.) the NSF website and (using the classroom projector system) enters "Political Science" into the 'Program' box. Students browse abstracts of awards, identify some that they think are of high value and some that they think are of low value. Discussion focuses on exploring criteria for judging the value of research investments (20 min.) -Break (15 min.) -Activity: Mock peer review. Small groups will be provided one-page summaries of a few current NSF grants chosen by the Instructor. Treating them as if they were proposals, students discuss their relative merits as if they were the peer review panel. Considering there is only enough money for one project, which proposal should be funded and why? What other information do they think is required, if any? (60 min.)
Afternoon -Students work on research papers in the computer lab. Turn in outline of their paper to demonstrate progress. Instructor meets with any pairs struggling to make progress (2 hrs. with 10 min. break)
Evening (2 hrs. with 10 min. break) -¼ of the students read "A Neoliberal Economics of Science" by Sheldon Krimsky (2011) and discuss in small group, preparing to present to class next day. -¼ of the students read "The Privatization of State Universities: It Makes Sense" by Richard Vedder (2012) and "Society Shouldn't Pay for Your Higher Education" (2012) by George Leef and discuss in small group, preparing to present to class next day.
-¼ of the students read "The End of the University as We Know it" by Nathan Harden (2013) and discuss in small group, preparing to present to class next day -¼ of the students read "The End of the University?" by Louis Betty (2013) and discuss in small group, preparing to present to class next day. 
